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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink 
and/or other form of browser-executable code. Applicant is required to delete the 
embedded hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code ( I.e. page 20 line 5). 
SeeMPEP§ 608.01. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 3-4,6, 9,11-12,14,17, 19-20,22,25,27, 28,30 34-35,37,41- 
42, 44 , 48-49 and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US patent No. 6,272, 467 ( Durand) in view of US patent No.5,848,396 (Gerace) 

Regarding claims 3,11 19, 23, 34 , 41 and 48 Durand discloses a method for a 
computer based advertising system, said method comprising the steps of: a first user 
taking a first test via a computer network where said first test includes having different 
options and expressing preferences based on those options (the system prompts a user 
to select options corresponding to the user's personal traits and the traits of the person 
he/she wants to meet, col 6 lines 29-33) storing said first user's preferences (a 
preferences profile from the user is stored in a memory 18 in Fig. 2, col 6 lines 48-52 ); 



Application/Control Number: 09/833,099 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2661 

a second user taking a second test via a telecommunication network where said 
second test includes having different options and expressing preferences based on 
said options; storing said second user's preferences ( the same to the first user applies 
since the system includes a plurality of users taking preferences tests); comparing said 
first user's preferences with said second user's preferences ( the index of desirability 
calculated by the matching program 3 is then compared against the matching threshold 
(col 12 lines 49-51); 

and matching said first user with said second user according to said comparing 
( and a determination is made whether a potential match meets the basic level of 
compatibility to be matched with the user, col 12 lines 52-53). 

Durand does not specifically disclose visual images being part of a preferences 
test , and the Internet being the network of choice, as in claims 3, 11, 19, and 48.; 
audio recordings being part of a preferences test and the Internet being the network of 
choice, as in claims 27,34 and 41 

However, Gerace discloses a Method and apparatus for determining behavioral 
profile of a computer user comprising creating a psychographic profile of the user 
based on the user preferences selected by that user, the users's preferences 
being recorded by the program ( col 2 lines 6-9 and 16-18, col 7 lines 50 and 53). 
Gerace discloses both audio and video capabilities for a preferences monitoring 
( depending on the capabilities of the computer both audio /video choices can be 
provided , col 6 lines 13-20. See also Fig. 3B wherein music is one of the preferences 
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to be monitored) being the Internet the network of choice ( col 4 line 51 ), as in 

claims 3,11,19, 27, 34 , 41 and 48 . 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the Durand system by adding to it the 
capability of collecting and storing psychographic profiles of users based on selections 
of images and audio that they view and listen to, in order to enhance user profile 
description. 

The motivation to do so is to increase the chances of obtaining potential matches 
who are more compatible. 

Regarding claims 4, 12, 20, 28 and 49 wherein said method further comprises 
the step of: said system notifying said first user of said matching ( col 9 lines 35-39). 

Regarding claims 6,14, 22, 30, and 51 ,Durand discloses wherein said 
notifying is performed via telephone ( matches can be retrieved via telephone by the 
user, col 18 lines 60-61 and 65) . 

Regarding claims 9, 17 and 25 Durand discloses, wherein said visual images 
include a video display with choices (col 19 lines 1-2). 

Regarding claim 35 wherein said method further comprises the step of notifying 
said first user of said matching ( col 9 lines 35-39). 

Regarding claim 37, Durand discloses wherein said notifying is performed via 
telephone ( matches can be retrieved via telephone by the user, col 18 lines 60-61 and 
65) . 
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Regarding claim 42 Durand discloses wherein said method further comprises 
the step of: said system notifying said first user of said matching ( col 9 lines 35-39). 

Regarding claim 44 , Durand discloses wherein said notifying is performed via 
telephone ( matches can be retrieved via telephone by the user, col 18 lines 60-61 and 
65) . 

4. Claims 5 ,13, 21, 29, 36, 53, 50 , are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over US patent No. 6,272, 467 ( Durand) in view of US patent No. 
US patent no. 5,848,396 ( Gerace) and in further view of US patent no. 5,950,200 

( Sudai) 

Durand and Gerace do not specifically disclose the notifying being via email, as 
in claims 5,13, 21, 29, 36, 53, and 50 

However Sudai discloses a Method and apparatus for detection of reciprocal 
interest and subsequent notification, comprising notifying users via electronic mail ( col 
6 line 67), as in claims 5 ,13, 21, 29, 36, 53, and 50. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Duran and Gerace by notifying users via 
email in order to speed up the notification process. 

The motivation to do so is to have a written confirmation of the notification to the 

user. 

5. Claims 7-8, 15-16, 23-24, 31-32, 52-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over US patent No. 6,272, 467 ( Durand) in view of US 
patent No. US patent no. 5,848,396 ( Gerace). 
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Durand and Gerace do not specifically disclose .wherein said method further 
comprises the step of said first user contacting said second user via electronic mail, 
as in claims 7,15,23,31, and 52; wherein said method further comprises the step of: 
said first user contacting said second user via telephone, as in claims 8, 16, 24, 32, 
and 53. 

However it would have been obvious to one of regular skill in the art to modify 
Duran and Gerace by providing different means to the user to contact themselves such 
as via e-mail, telephone, fax, text messages, visual displays , postal mail and any media 
available in order to facilitate the user to contact his/her possible matches. 

The motivation to do is to offer an increased number of contact options to the 

user . 

6. Claims 38-39, 45-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US patent No. 6,272, 467 ( Durand) in view of US patent No. 
5,848,396 ( Gerace) 

Durand and Gerace do not specifically disclose .wherein said method further 
comprises the step of said first user contacting said second user via electronic mail, 
as in claims 38 and 45; wherein said method further comprises the step of: said first 
user contacting said second user via telephone, as in claims 39 and 46. 

However it would have been obvious to one of regular skill in the art to modify 
Durand and Gerace by providing different means to the user to contact themselves 
such as via e-mail, telephone, fax, text messages, visual displays , postal mail and any 
media available in order to facilitate the user to contact his/her possible matches. 
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The motivation to do is to offer an increased number of contact options to the 

user . 

7. Claims 10, 18, 26, 33, 40,and 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over US patent No. 6,272, 467 ( Durand) in view of US 
patent No. 5,848,396 ( Gerace) and in further view of US patent No.5,835,087 ( Herz) 

Durand and Gerace do not specifically disclose wherein said matching occurs 
with a partial match of said first and second user's preferences., as in claims 10, 18, 26, 
33, 40, and 54 

However Herz discloses a System for generation of profiles , comprising 
matching between users occurs with a partial match of said first and second user's 
preferences (system is fault tolerant and also allows partial matching of users, col 71 
lines 47-48). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Durand and Gerace by having partial 
matching between user's to have an expanded matching range between users. 

The motivation to do so is to match user in system even if not all resources or 
preferences are available at the time of the matching. 

8. Claim 47 is are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US patent No. 6,272, 467 ( Durand) in view of US patent No. 5,848,396 ( Gerace) 
and in further view of US patent No.5,835,087 ( Herz) 
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Durand and Gerace do not specifically disclose wherein said matching occurs 
with a partial match of said first and second user's preferences., as in claims 10, 18, 26, 
33, 40, and 54 

However Herz discloses a System for generation of profiles , comprising 
matching between users occurs with a partial match of said first and second user's 
preferences (system is fault tolerant and also allows partial matching of users, col 71 
lines 47-48). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Durand and Gerace by having partial 
matching between user's to have an expanded matching range between users. 

The motivation to do so is to match user in system even if not all resources or 
preferences are available at the time of the matching. 

9. Claims 55-62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US patent No. 6,272, 467 ( Durand) in view of US patent 
No.6,233,318( Picard) 

Regarding claims 55, Durand discloses a method for a computer based 
advertising system, said method comprising the steps of: a first user taking a first test 
via a computer network where said first test includes having different options and 
expressing preferences based on those options; (, user is prompted to select ho/ her 
preferences corresponding to the user's personal preferences, col 6 lines 29-33) 
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storing said first user's preferences (preferences are stored in memory 18 in Fig. 3, col 6 
lines 46-50) 

a second user taking a second test via the Internet where said second test 
includes having different options and expressing preferences based on said options; 
storing said second user's preferences ( the same to the first user applies since the 
system includes a plurality of users taking preferences tests); comparing said first 
user's preferences with said second user's preferences ( the index of desirability 
calculated by the matching program 3 is then compared against the matching threshold 
col 12 lines 49-51); 

and matching said first user with said second user according to said comparing 
( and a determination is made whether a potential match meets the basic level of 
compatibility to be matched with the user, col 12 lines 52-53). 

Durand does not specifically disclose the network being the Internet and 
creating an voice mailbox where a second user can leave an audio message, as in 
claim 55. 

However Picard discloses Multimedia mailbox and notification system using the 
Interne network among two or more subscribers ( col 14 line 58), creating a voice 
mailbox wherein an audio message can be retrieved by a user( col 16 lines 8-12 and 
22-24), as in claim 55. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Durand by providing the voice mailbox as 
disclosed by Picard to give more access options to the user, 
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The motivation to do so is to is to obtain a system that makes different types of 
electronic communications to be available to the user. 

Regarding claim 56, Durand discloses wherein said method further comprises 
the step of: said system notifying said first user of said matching ( col 9 lines 35-39). 

Regarding claim 57, notifying can take place via the Internet ( via e-mail, col 16 
lines 5-8) 

Regarding claim 58, said notifying is via email (col 16 lines 5-8) 

Regarding claim 59 , Durand discloses wherein said notifying is performed via 

telephone ( matches can be retrieved via telephone by the user, col 18 lines 60-61 and 

65) . 

Regarding claim 60 , creating the voice mailbox via the Internet ( Internet created 
mailbox, col 15 line 65) . 

Regarding claim 61 , retrieving the audio message from the mailbox via the 
Internet ( col 16 lines 8-12 and 22-24). 

Regarding claim 62, a user can communicate with another user via e-mail ( col 
16 lines 5-8) 

Conclusion 

10. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
or faxed to: 
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(571)273-8300 

(for formal communications intended for entry, for informal or draft communications, 
please label "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 220 South 20 th Street, Crystal 
Plaza Two, Lobby, Room 1 B03, Arlington, Va 22202 (Customer Window). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ricardo Pizarro whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
3077. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00 AM to 5:30 
PM. . 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on (571) 272-3088 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC)^t 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
October 16, 2005 
Ricardo Pizarro 
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